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May it please the Court —

1. Counsel for the applicants refer to the decision dated 8 August 2018 on
the applicants’ application for directions as to the distribution of the
assets of Ross Asset Management Limited (in liquidation) (RAM) (the
Application).

2. Counsel are in the process of sealing the orders and respectfully request

that Your Honour clarifies one matter.

3. On 19 June 2018 Mr Barrington John Prince applied for leave to appear
and be heard on the Application. Although it was not so expressed, it
was understood to in fact be an application for joinder, as Mr Prince also
sought appeal rights on the decision. (See affidavit of Barrington Prince
filed in support of his application at para 68).

4, The Applicants did not oppose him being joined as a respondent to the
proceeding, but proposed that:

(@) MrPrince’s affidavit (redacted for matters subject to legal
professional privilege) be accepted as legal submissions, not

evidence, and taken as read: and

(b) if Mr Prince were to seek to make oral submissions in addition to
his written submissions, that such oral submission be very limited

and only to amplify key points.

(See Memorandum of counsel for the Liquidators in respect of

application by Barrington Prince, dated 21 June 2018 at para 9).

5. Mr Prince advised the Court that he consented to the Liquidators’
proposals at paragraph 4(a) and (b) above (see Memorandum of
Barrington Price dated 21 June 2018). He subsequently confirmed this
at the hearing and the hearing proceeded on that basis.

6. To the best of counsel’s recollection, there was no formal order made as
to Mr Prince’s joinder application at the hearing — although all parties

seemed to proceed on the basis Mr Prince had been joined. Nor does
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the judgment of 8 August 2018 expressly address Mr Prince’s application

for joinder.

7. While counsel appreciate that it may have been implicit at the hearing,
that Mr Prince’s application for joinder was granted, they seek

confirmation of this prior to including an order for joinder in the judgment.

Dated 3 September 2018
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MG Colsory?(L Pinny
Counsel fof the Plaintiffs
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